Two weeks ago yesterday I was hospitalized for wliat was to liave bee// a day abd 
a ^, a -^ .ki -.rstiod for two woteks. Iwas allowed home yesterday in tbina to read the nail 
of those two week. I boffin to respond on my 83rfi birthday. Responding to all of it 
none tine. I'll not be able to respond to yfinuch of it, a^ull^y as in the 
P aa!; #> aa 1 h °P” aomo of you will be able tuhundera tand.lt g±Mrie a hox tliat held 
100 file T-£L5Sde folders. Two weeks of book orders h.vo also accumulated and f 'idling 


and mailing them will <^lso:-itake time. As will additional medical appointments 
several of wliieh follow today. <md, perhaps from two weeks o=-ny pliysical actibity at 
all inito4._d < {dj the i:y limited pliysioal activity that had been possible for me I am 
also a bit weaker. 


ihe initial diagnosis at the huspital, baaed om fluid in Ajy chemist* wqs 
congestive heart Eaulure. Not quite a full quart of fluid was token from my. chest. 
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Analysis of it disclosed nothing. Several cultures were made. It will be dome time 
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before the results of thwm willdbe available. 

1 was told 1 liave some anemia oVd tliat my IdLdney function is less than it should 


be. , 

The fluid was not in my lungs and there was no blood in it. ' ... - .... 

If tho doctors learned more than this I was not Col<l. Selrer^l jjsecialists 
wero involved and at least one of them will continue to be in' f ^^ K exa^inations. 

I. do pot suggest that the doctors learned more tlian they told me. 

I was ambulatory all the time tliat x was hospitalized and to a degree J was able 
to co^ntinue ..work. I've about completed research for another manuscript that can be 
of book length.V/hen I can get -to it! 

I hope this explains my delay in responding and in my responding at less 
length than i n the past. ^ 

For wliich I am sprry but my first u^TAority remains completing the work to 
the degree now possible for me. 


' ^arold <:'eisbdrll_4/8/96 

-his explains why I can/t read what you sent now.Z^n the Orris on files, which hold 
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no tiling good, I cannot explain Connick not wanting them to be U3ed against others* $e 
and Garrison were enemies*.. I remember th£ Sheppard case. If the lav/ v/ere nov/ as it was 
then the Simpson case could not liave gone to trial ...I know lowers and do not believe 
that story. /^e gave me no such indication, either. . ..1‘ve finished a ^kmuscript on 
the Hosty boo.: and on several others and 1*11 be getting to one on the wretchedly bad 
Oswald Talked* as he did not. Almost finished reading it in the hospital. Thanks 
and best, II 


